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Objections to the Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 6 
"...the majority of back office..." should read "...the majority of bank...", on page 12 
"USPO" should read "USPTO." Appropriate correction is required. 

Objections to the Claims 

2. Claims 1 and 3 are objected to because of the following informalities: In Claim 1 
"the non-visible encrypted multidimensional barcode" lacks antecedent basis. For 
the purposes of examination examiner has interpreted that applicant intended 
"fluorescent" when applicant stated "non-visible." In Claim 3 the word "and" is not 
clear. For the purposes of examination examiner has interpreted that applicant 
intended "or" instead of "and". Appropriate correction is required. 

Objections Under 35 U.S. C. 1 12 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The Claim(s) contains subject matter which was 
not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Applicant claims the differences between a standard bar code reader and 
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one that can read multi-dimensional fluorescent barcodes. Since examiner has 
interpreted that applicant regards a significant part of his invention as the capability 
of modifying the design of a "standard barcode reader" to a multi-dimensional 
fluorescent barcode reader. Applicant does not sufficiently describe all the changes 
from "standard" which must be made, in the specification. A "standard bar code 
reader" would not work as a multi-dimensional fluorescent barcode reader if only a 
different lens and a filter were attached. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hayosh et al in view of Cyr et al. US 5,959,296 in further view of US 6212,504 
Ramzy US 6,073,121. 

5. Re Claim 1 Hayosh discloses, a method of verification and fraud detection of 
documents, comprising: encoding data on a document using a encrypted 
multidimensional bar code. (See figure 1 and column 8 lines 35-50.) Note the 2-D 
barcode on the front of the cheek and the document is encrypted with keys. 
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Presenting the document to a reader unit and decoding the encrypted 
multidimensional bar code data. (See abstract.) Note the data is readout i.e. 
decoded by a document reader. 

6. Hayosh does not disclose and displaying the encrypted data. However Ramzy 
discloses these elements in element 54 of figure 1 . One of ordinary skill in the art 
would be motivated to provide such a display to allow for "teller review" also 
disclosed in element 54 of figure 2. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Ramzy with Hayosh to achieve 
the aforementioned advantage. 

7. Hayosh also does not disclose the bar code printed in fluorescent ink. However 
Cyr discloses putting a bar code multi-dimensional barcode in fluorescent Ink. (See 
column 8 lines 55-65.) Note the bar code is disclosed as potentially two-dimensional 
and the ink is fluorescent. One would be motivated to change the bar code to a 
invisible fluorescent ink for "security" and it "can be applied anywhere on the surface 
of a document or other article without masking or obscuring in any way the 
underlying background." (See column 1 lines 23-28.) Therefore it would be obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Rammzy, Hayosh and 
Cry to achieve the aforementioned advantages. 

8. Please note that structure cited in Claim 1 "a decoder including a correction lens 
and filter" is structure not material to the method and therefore is not limiting on the 
Claim. The elements of the decoder do not effect the method. However the filter is 
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disclosed in Cry, (see column 8 lines 55-65) and the lens of this camera system (see 
column 14 line 25) must be corrective in some way, as it must focus the light. 

9. Re Claim 2 Cry further discloses, wherein the encoded data is encoded with a 
non-visible ink. (See column 1 line 24.) Note the mark ( i.e. bar code) is invisible. 

1 0. Re Claim 3 Cry further discloses, wherein the name of the recipient is encoded 
with a multidimensional bar code printed in at least one of a fluorescent ink and non- 
visible ink. (See column 1 line 24.) Note the mark ( i.e. bar code) is invisible. 

11. Re Claim 4 Ramzy further discloses, wherein the name of at least one person 
authorized to sign the document is encoded on one side of the document. (See 
column 8 lines 35-50.) Note that person authorized to sign the cheek is encoded via 
a combination of public and private keys. 

12. Re Claim 5 Hayosh further discloses, wherein the name of at least one person 
authorized to sign the document is encoded with a multidimensional bar code (see 
column 8 lines 35-50 and column 1 1 lines 57-64) and Cry further discloses the bar 
code printed in at least one of a fluorescent ink and non-visible ink. (See column 1 
line 24.) Note the mark ( i.e. bar code) is invisible. 
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13. Re Claim 6 Hayosh discloses, a method of verification and fraud detection of 
documents, comprising: encoding a document using a encrypted multidimensional 
bar code. (See figure 1 and column 8 lines 35-50.) Note the 2-D barcode on the 
front of the cheek and the document is encrypted with keys. The encoding including 
the name of the document recipient. (See column 1 1 lines 45-47.) Note that payee 
name is encoded. Encoding the document with the name of a person authorized to 
sign the document. (See column 8 lines 35-50.) Note that person authorized to sign 
the cheek is encoded via a combination of public and private keys. Presenting the 
document to a reader/decoder, for reading and decoding the encrypted 
multidimensional bar code data. (See abstract.) Note the data is readout i.e. 
decoded by a document reader. 

14. Hayosh does not disclose determining the encoded name of the recipient and 
person authorized to sign the document and displaying the encoded names. 
However Ramzy discloses displaying the data in element 54 of figure 2. Ramzy 
also discloses the data including name of the payee (name of recipient) and 
signature of the payer (name of person authorized to sign the document) in a bar 
code. (See column 3 lines 15-30.) So this data would be displayed and must be 
determined before it can be displayed. One of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to provide such a display to allow for "teller review" also disclosed in 
element 54 of figure 2. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine the teachings of Ramzy with Hayosh to achieve the 
aforementioned advantage. 
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1 5. Hayosh also does not disclose the bar code printed in fluorescent ink. However 
Cyr discloses putting a bar code multi-dimensional barcode in fluorescent Ink. (See 
column 8 lines 55-65.) Note the bar code is disclosed as potentially two dimensional 
and the ink is fluorescent. One would be motivated to change the bar code to a 
invisible fluorescent ink for "security" and it "can be applied anywhere on the surface 
of a document or other article without masking or obscuring in any way the 
underlying background." (See column 1 lines 23-28.) Therefore it would be obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Rammzy, Hayosh and 
Cry to achieve the aforementioned advantages. 

16. Please note that structure cited in Claim 6, "a decoder including a correction lens 
and filter" is structure not material to the method and therefore is not limiting on the 
Claim. The elements of the decoder do not effect the method. However the filter is 
disclosed in Cry, (see column 8 lines 55-65) and the lens of this camera system (see 
column 14 line 25) must be corrective in some way, as it must focus the light. 

17. Re Claim 7, see rejection for Claim 2. Although claim 2 has a different 
dependency the additional limitation recited is the same. 

18. Re Claim 8, Hayosh discloses wherein the name of at least one person . 
authorized to sign the document is encoded on at least one side of the document. 
(See rejection for Claim 6). Note that if it is included in the bar code it must be on at 
least one side of the document. 
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19. Claim 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cyr 
et al. in view of Ramzy. 

20. Re Claim 9, Cyr discloses, a system for verification of an encoded document, 
comprising: a reader/decoder, including a correction lens and filter, for reading 
encoding on a document. The filter is disclosed in Cry, (see column 8 lines 55-65) 
and the lens of this camera system (see column 14 line 25) must be corrective in 
some way, as it must focus the light. The encoding is a fluorescent encrypted 
multidimensional bar code. (See column 8 lines 55-65.) Note the bar code is 
disclosed as potentially two dimensional and the ink is fluorescent. 

21 . Cyr does not disclose a terminal for receiving data read from a document; and a 
display for displaying the decoded data from the document to verify data on the 
document with data encoded on the document. However Ramzy discloses these 
elements in element 9 (terminal) and element 1 (display) of figure 1. One of ordinary 
skill in the art would be motivated to provide such a display to allow for "teller review" 
also disclosed in element 54 of figure 1 . Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Ramzy with Cyr to achieve 
the aforementioned advantage. 

22. Re Claim 10, Cyr further discloses, wherein the encoded data is encoded with a 
non-visible ink. (See column 1 line 24.) Note the mark ( i.e. bar code) is invisible. 
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23. Re Claim 1 1 , Note since this Claim tries to recite a method step instead of 
structure it is not limiting in an apparatus Claim. Therefore the rejection of Claim 9 
stands. However it would not be patentable anyways since Cyr further discloses, 
wherein the fluorescent multidimensional bar code data is read with a standard 
barcode reader modified with the correction lens and filter reader. (See column 8 
lines 55-65 for lens and see column 14 line 25.) Note that this new reader must also 
be modified from "standard" with an appropriate lens for reading a 2-dimensional bar 
code. Furthermore, the filter must also be a modification from "standard" since it is 
designed to limit the light passing through to the reflections off of invisible 
fluorescent ink. 

24. Ramzy then discloses the barcode decoded in the terminal and displayed to 
compare with data on the document. (See element 9 (terminal) and element 1 
(display) of figure 1.) 

25. Re Claim 12, Cyr further discloses, wherein the reader reads/decodes the multi- 
dimensional property bar code. (See column 8 lines 55-65.) Note the bar code 
being read is disclosed as potentially two-dimensional. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sean Motsinger whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1237. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marvin Lateef can be reached on 571-270-1245. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




12/20/2006 




